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by Keill, he gladly allowed the suggestion about Barrow to fade into oblivion, cast out by the more public, but I think the less true, charge of plagiarism from Newton. He also saw that he would have to prepare a careful answer if he made one at all, and second thoughts suggested that it would be as well if his postscript was made the matter for further consideration, correction, if necessary, and amplification, before it was sent off. It is to be noted that the review above mentioned is written anonymously in the third person, but it has been established that its author was Leibniz himself.14
There does not seem to be any occasion for further general remarks; particular points of criticism will be alluded to as the translation given below proceeds.
14 For a discussion, see Rosenberger, Isaac Newton und seine physika-lischen Principien, Leipsic, 1895.